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LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD ACTIONS 

S T A G E : , STATUS [Open, Withd] 

FOR;PROJECT NUMBER: 91-30 
NAME: PRABHU, PANDRANG, M.D.-OFFICE 

APPLICANT: PRABHU, PANDRANG, M.D. 

A [Disap, Appr] 

—DATE— MEETING-PURPOSE ACTION-TAKEN ' 

07/19/96 PLANS STAMPED APPROVED 

05/22/96 P.B. APPEARANCE LA:ND WVE. PH APPR 

03/06/96 WORK SESSION APPEARANC REVISE & RESUBMIT 

04/26/95 P.B. APPEARANCE MARK TO SEND COR LTR 
. REVISE AND RETURN TO WORKSHOP 

04/05/95 WORK SESSION APPEARANCE REVISE PLAN 

12/11/91 P.B. APPEARANCE REFER TO Z.B.A. 

12/03/91 WORK SESSION APPEARANCE SUBMIT APPLICATION 
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McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL 
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. 

RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E. 
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E 
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E. 
JAMES M. FARR, P.E. 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
PLANNING BOARD 

REVIEW COMMENTS 

D Main Office 
45 Quassaick Ave. (Route 9W) 
New Windsor, New York 12553 
(914)562-8640 

D Branch Office 
507 Broad Street 
Milford, Pennsylvania 18337 
(717)296-2765 

REVIEW NAME: 
PROJECT LOCATION: 

PROJECT NUMBER: 
DATE: 
DESCRIPTION: 

DR. PRABHU SITE PLAN 
NYS ROUTE 9W 
SECTION 17-BLOCK 4-LOT 1.4.2 
91-30 
22 MAY 1996 
THE APPLICATION INVOLVES A PREVIOUSLY APPROVED 
HOME PROFESSIONAL OFFICE, NOW TO BECOME A 
PROFESSIONAL OFFICE WITHOUT THE RESIDENCY IN 
THE BUILDING. THE PLAN WAS MOST RECENTLY 
REVIEWED AT THE 26 APRIL 1995 PLANNING BOARD 
MEETING. 

1. The latest plan submitted addresses all previous engineering comments, although a few 
corrections are required to the "provided" portion of the bulk table. These' corrections 
should be included on the final plan to be stamped. 

2. The Planning Board has received an updated (revised) Short Environmental Assessment 
Form for the project. It is my recommendation that the Board assume the position of 
Lead Agency under the SEQRA review process and consider a Negative Declaration. 

3. The Planning Board should determine, for the record, if a Public Hearing will be 
necessary for his Site Plan, per its discretionary judgement under Paragraph 48-19.C of 
the Town Zoning Local Law. 

4. Once all the above procedural items are completed, I am aware of no reason why this 
application could not receive final site plan approval. 

Plahni 
MJEmlc 
A:PRABHU.mk 

oard Engineer 

Licensed in New York, New Jersey and Pennsylvania 
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May 22, 1996 

MR. PETRO: Anybody else have a comment? 

MR. DUBALDI: I don't really think we need a public 
hearing. : 

MR. LANDER: No, not on 9W. 

MR. DUBALDI: Make a motion we waive the. public 
hearing. 

MR. STENT: Second it. 

MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the 
New Windsor planning board waive public hearing for the 
Dr. Prahbu site plan on Route 9W. Is there any further 
discussion from the board members? If not, call call. 

ROLL CALL 

MR. LANDER 
MR. DUBALDI 
MR. LUCAS. 
MR. STENT 
MR. PETRO 

AYE 
AYE 
AYE 
AYE 
AYE 

MR. PETRO: Mark, do you have any outstanding comments 
that you can see wrong with the plan before we proceed? 

MR. EDSALL: No, again, I'm looking at it very much 
like yourself, Mr. Chairman, that it is an existing 
site and we're not aware of any operational problems so 
I'm just looking for more as a reclassification because 
of the new zoning. 

MR. PETRO: I understand. With that, can I have a 
motion? 

MR. DUBALDI: Declare negative dec, motion we declare 
negative dec-under the SEQRA process. 

MR. STENT: Second it. 

MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the 
New Windsor Planning Board declare negative dec for the 
Dr. Prahbu site plan on Route 9W. Is there any further 



:ROLL;CALL 

MR. LANDER 
MR. DUBALDT 
MR. LUCAS 
MR. STENT i 
MR;. PETRO 

MR; STENT: Make a motion wegrantfinal site plan 
approval to the Dr. Prabhu site plan. 

: MRv DUBALDI: Second it. 

MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the 
NeW Windsdr Planning Board grant final approval to the 

">•; Drf Prahbu but site plan on Route 9W. Is there any 
fWther"discussion, from the board; members? If not, 

V roll call. 

ROLL CALL 

' MR.; LANDER 
MR.' DUBALDI 
MR. LUCAS 
MR. STENT 
MR. PETRO 

AYE 
AYE 
AYE 
AYE 
AYE 

AYE 
AYE 
AYE 
AYE 
AYE 
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April 26, 1995 ^ 1 5 

REGULAR ITEMS; 

DR. PRABHU SITE PLAN (91-30) RT. 9W 

Drew Kartiganer appeared before the board for this 
proposal. 

MR., KARTIGANER: Basically, what's happened here is we 
came before you three or four years ago for a site plan 
approval. We were looking for a variance. Dr. Prabhu 
has a house and that he has medical offices in, if 
anybody would like to see the pictures, here's a 
picture of the site. What was suggested at that time 
is review and discussion about changing the zone as 
opposed to getting a variance for the use. It was an 
R-4 zone and it's on 9W south and what came out of it 
was the Planning Board submittal was kind of put on 
hold and they went to a zone change and Dr. Prabhu's 
site was one of sites changed to an NC zone. What's 
occurred now and I'll take the blame for this, it 
allows me to come back to finalize the site plan 
approval for the location. Dr. Prabhu has an office, 
that is, it's a medical office, he has three or four 
examination rooms. He has 11 parking spaces, meets 
everything in the NC zone, except for setback condition 
.which was pre-existing. We have marked that on the 
zoning bulk regulations. If you review the NC zone 
section, there's no use that can meet that setback 
requirement. The setback being 38.4 feet so basically, 
we would ask that that be granted as an as-of-right 
condition as opposed to requiring a variance because it 
doesn't matter what use you gave us, we would still be 
required to, it still would be non-conforming. It's 
very simple and straightforward. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: You're going to have to go to the 
Zoning Board. 

MR. PETRO: No, no, Mark, do you want to touch on that 
real quickly please? 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: He's changing the use of the 
building, right? 

MR. EDSALL: You have got a condition where the 
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existing building location relative to front yard 
setback is less than any front yard setback permitted 
by the zone,that the town created around the property 
after the building was built.. So, in effect, formally 
in that case we did look at it as a pre-existing 
non-conforming condition because the building's already 
there and the town created the zoning of the existing 
building and again, I remind you that there is no use 
in the NC zone that would permit a setback as it 
currently exists. So my suggestion is as we have done 
in the past, accept it as pre-existing non-conforming. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Mark, doesn't that change when you 
change the use? 

MR. EDSALL: If you have a use which has a permitted or 
a conforming front yard setback and you propose to 
change the use within a zone, and it then creates a 
non-conformance,, then you're talking something that is 
conforming and making it non-conforming. We normally 
handle that as being you created your own problem when 
you have a front yard setback for a building that is 
already there and it doesn't comply with anything in 
the zone that the town just created, historically, we 
have said that is pre-existing non-conforming again, 
.I'm obviously not the attorney for the Zoning Board but 
I am just repeating what I believe is the normal case. 

MR. PETRO: What's your first name? 

MR. KARTIGANER: Drew. 

MR. PETRO: There is a number of notes that Mark has on 
his review you haven't seen them? 

MR. KARTIGANER: No, I haven't. 

MR. PETRO: Some of the bulk table information is not 
correct, also the parking calculation is not correct 
because the doctor's use is different other than a 
professional office, doctors are not classified as in 
the calculation for parking. That is a couple minor 
ones. Also the plan, the parking spots are not 
correct. We require 10 by 20, you have 18 by 10, that 
would also have to be corrected and the handicapped 
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parking spiace would have to be corrected to meet State 
Code and DOT. Number 5, the board should determine if 
any additional information is required. I really think 
that you are stepping up the units obviously before 
with the home office end, we weren't as tight with 
restrictions as it would be with an office building. 
So with that, I would suggest if we have anything here 
in the way of lighting, drainage, shrubbery, 
landscaping, do you have any plans to show us or can 
you discuss what you plan on doing on the site? 

MR. KARTIGANER: No, there wash't any. 

MR. PETRO: Make a note of that and maybe show us some 
landscaping, I don't know if we need a lighting detail 
but there is no mention on that. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: -There should be a light in the 
parking lot, at least one or two. 

MR. LANDER: We need a site plan, that is what you're 
trying to tell him. 

MR. PETRO: Basically, yes. 

MR. EDSALL: Normally, what we try to accomplish on the 
lighting is someplace in the two to four foot candle 
range and in most of the parking area and normally what 
we suggest when it's in areas adjoining residential 
districts, which this is toward the back, is that the 
parking lot lights be on timers, that is really nothing 
more extensive than that. 

MR. PETRO: Mark, the board at this time: would 
be—there's more than one agency, if you can send a 
letter, coordination letter to the identified agencies 
involved, please? \, 

MR. EDSALL: Okay, I'll take care of that. 

,MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I'd like to make a motion to declare 
ourselves lead agency. 

MR. DUBALDI: Second it. 
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/-̂ - MR. EDSALL: You can't do that with a lead agency that 
is being coordinated. We need to send the letter. 

MR. PETRO: Certain number of days. 

MR. EDSALL: Then if no one else indicates that. 

MR.VAN LEEUWEN: I am reading your notes here. 

MR. PETRO: No, no, no, I suggested a letter. 

MR. EDSALL: Issue a coordination letter, just a brief 
explanation whenever there is more than one involved 
agency, meaning that there is more than one agency 
giving permits, you have to, you have got to go to the 

x county, not an involved agency, they have no 
authorization for approval. They just are an 
interested agency; When there is more than one 
involved agency, you have to coordinate for lead 
a g e n c y . ,.-;,/,-.'/ •>.i- '•• 

MR. PETRO: For the minutes, tell us what,the involved 
agencies are. 

MR. EDSALL: Involved agencies would be DOT and 
•obviously this board, it's anyone who has to issue an 
approval, effectively that's probably a more clear 
explanation. 

MR. PETRO: As far as number 7 with the public hearing 
I want to table that at this time. You pulled back the 
motion by the way, correct for the--

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Yes. 

MR. DUBALDI: I withdrew my second. 

MR. PETRO: Until we see a site plan we're going to 
hold off on the public hearing and we need a normal; 
site plan and if you take a copy of Mark's comments 
along with the ones you suggested tonight, you can come 
up with a fairly good outline. Thank you. 
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TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
PLANNING BOARD 

REVIEW COMMENTS 

REVIEW NAME: 
PROJECT LOCATION: 

PROJECT NUMBER: 
DATE: 
DESCRIPTION: 

DR. PRABHU SITE PLAN 
NYS ROUTE 9W 
SECTION 17-BLOCK 4-LOT 14.2 
91-30 
26 APRIL 1995 
THE APPLICATION INVOLVES THE CONVERSION OF A 
HOME PROFESSIONAL OFFICE TO A PROFESSIONAL 
OFFICE BUILDING (WITHOUT THE RESIDENCY IN THE 
BUILDING). THE APPLICATION WAS PREVIOUSLY 
REVIEWED AT THE 11 DECEMBER 1991 PLANNING BOARD 
MEETING, AT WHICH TIME IT WAS REFERRED TO THE 
ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS. 

1. At the time the application was made, the property was located within the R-4 Zoning 
District. Since that time, portions of the area along Route 9W have been rezoned to a 
Neighborhood Commercial (NC) Zone. This property is now included in the NC Zoning 
District. 

Previously, the proposed use was not a use by right or by special permit; hence, the 
referral to the ZBA. Now that the property is within the NC Zoning District, the use is 
Use By Right A-15 for the zone (as such, a variance from the ZBA is no longer 
necessary). 

2. The site plan appears to comply with the minimum bulk requirements, with the exception 
of the front yard setback, which is a pre-existing non-conforming condition. Regarding 
the bulk table, I have the following comments: 

a. Note 4 under the bulk table should be revised to simply indicate that the front 
yard condition is a pre-existing non-conforming condition. 

b. A "provided" floor area ratio value should be indicated. 

Licensed in New York, New Jersey and Pennsylvania 
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REVIEW NAME: DR. PRABHU SITE PLAN 
PROJECT LOCATION: NYS ROUTE 9W 

SECTION 17-BLOCK 4-LOT 14.2 
PROJECT NUMBER: 91-30 
DATE: 26APRIL1995 

c. It is my understanding that the proposed use is a doctors office. As such, the 
parking calculation is not based on a gross floorsquare footage value. 

d. If the use is the doctors office (medical clinic), the use referenced in the bulk 
table should be corrected to indicate the correct use, referencing the bulk table 
classification number (A-15). 

3. The plan, by note, indicates that the parking spaces are 18' x 10'. This does not comply 
with the Town requirement of 10' x 20': As well, the 13' dimension for the handicapped 
parking space is not correct, nor dimensionally accurate based on the current State Code 
and ANSI Standards. A proper handicapped parking space detail, including sign, should 
be on the plan. 

4. Notwithstanding the fact that this is an existing residence with accessory use, it is my 
opinion that the plan should be referred to the NYSDOT since a "full" commercial use 
is proposed and a site plan application has been made. 

5. The Board should determine if any additional information is required with regard to 
landscaping or lighting. If any other additional information is required for the plan, the 
Board should identify the required information, such that the Applicant's Architect can 
include same on the subsequent plan submitted. 

6. This application involves approvals from more than one (1) agency. As such, I suggest 
that the Board perform a coordinated review under SEQRA and authorize our office to 
issue a Lead Agency Coordination Letter to all identified involved agencies. 
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REVIEW NAME: DR. PRABHU SITE PLAN 
PROJECT LOCATION: NYS ROUTE 9W 

SECTION 17-BLOCK 4-LOT 142 
PROJECT NUMBER: 91-30 
DATE: 26 APRIL 1995 

7. ThePlanning Bdar4 .should determine, for the record, if a Public Hearing will be 
necessary for his Site Plan, per its discretionary judgement under Paragraph 48-19.C of 
thê  Town Zoning LocalLaw. 

8. Atsuch time mat the Planning Board has made further review of this application, further 
engineering reviews and comments wiU be made, as deemed necessary by the Board. 

Planning^qbard Engineer 

MJEi 

AtPRABHU.mk 



RESULTS OF P . B. MEETING 

DATE: flpnil Z&?; m $ 

PROJECT NAME:Qf) . P/UltlJlU. 3\ / ? PROJECT NUMBER 9/--30 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
* 

LEAD AGENCY: '* NEGATIVE DEC: 
* 

M ) _ S) VOTE:A N * M) S) VOTE:A N 

CARRIED: YES NO * CARRIED: YES: NO 
* 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
PUBLIC HEARING: M) S) VOTE:A N 

WAIVED: YES NO 

SEND TO OR. CO. PLANNING: M) S ) VOTE: A N .YES NO 

SEND TO DEPT. OF TRANSPORT: M) S) VOTE:A N YES NO_ 

DISAPP: REFER TO Z . B . A. : M) __S ) / VOTE: A N YES NO_ 

RETURN TO WORK SHOP: YES l / NO 

APPROVAL: 

M) S) VOTE:A N . APPROVED: 

M) S) VOTE:A N APPR. CONDITIONALLY:. 

NEED NEW PLANS : YES NO 

DISCUSSION/APPROVAL CONDITIONS : ' 

'UL/&A-. ^ A^A^y id/^^p a&jt2#i ^^/a^/J /^nt^t^t^ 
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April 20, 1995 

Chairperson 
Town of New Windsor Planning Board c/o 
Myra Mason, Planning Board Secretary 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, NY 12550 
Project: Site Plan Approval Architecture 

, Dr. PrabhU Interior Design 
Planning 

Drew A, 
Kartiganer 

Dear Sir, 

Attached are 7 copies of a revised site plan for my client, Dr. 
Pandrang Prabhu, offices at 261 Route 9W South in the Town of New 
Windsor. 

The basis of the submittal is completion of the Site Plan approval 
process started in 1991. The actions taken since then is a change 
of zone by the Town of New Windsor for the site and area from R-4 
(which required a Use Variance for the approval) to N.C. 
(Neighborhood Commercial) use. This zone allows the proposed use of 
the building for a Professional Office as proposed by Dr. Prabhue 
as of right. 

The only outstanding item for approval is the front yard set back 
condition, which is non- conforming for this zone based on the 
existing set back. In review of the Ordinance, it is noted that 
this set back does not conform with any use in the NC zone, and 
would thus be non-conforming independent of the proposed use 
approval requested herein. Given same, we would suggest that this 
condition be considered a "Grandfathered Condition", and thus not 
require a variance for the site. 

Otherwise, it is our understanding that the site meets all other 
conditions of the Zoning for this location, and would request that 
the site plan approval be granted based on same. 

Sincerely yours, 

Drew A. KaiTTylganer; 
Architect. 

di 11095 
prasite.ltr 

555 Blooming Grove Tpk. 
New Windsor, N.Y, 12553 

914-562*4499 

<&£.;-1W 



TO WN OF NEW WINDSOR M< 
555 UNION AVENUE 

NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12553 

1763 

February 23, 1995 

Dr. Pandrang Prabhu 
261 Rt. 9W - South 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

SUBJECT: PLANNING BOARD FILE #91-30 
261 RT. 9W SOUTH - NEW WINDSOR, NY 
APPLICATION FOR SITE PLAN APPROVAL 

Dear Dr. Prabhu: 

In a review of its old files, the Planning Board of the Town of 
New Windsor has uncovered an apparently open application in your 
name. Before the Board closes its file on this matter, it would 
like to give you an opportunity to be heard. 

If you wish to pursue this matter, please contact the Board's 
Secretary at (914) 563-4615 between the hours of 8:30 to 4:30, 
Monday through Friday to be put on the next available agenda. If 
there is no contact within 30 days of the date of this letter, it 
will be assumed that you no longer wish to pursue this matter and 
the Board's file on this matter will be closed. 

Your prompt attention to this matter is greatly appreciated. 

Very truly yours, 

W TKrtMtis 
Myra L. Mason, Secretary for the 
Planning Board 

cc: James R. Petro, Jr. - P.B. Chairman 
File #91-30 
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y~at:-t* 
: /•/ OFFICE OF THlfPLANNING BOARD - TOWN OF NIW WINDSOR -#£#&"/. 

''U: ORANGE COUNTY, NY 
<" ' • . - ' . - " • ' • ' ' • • ' . - - • • ' . ' . • '. - ' • • 

NOTICE OF DISAPPROVAL OF SITE PLAN OR SUBDIVISION APPLICATION 

PLANNING BOARD FILE NUMBER: ^ | • 3 D DATE: J£t f0 . 15 > 1992 

APPLICANT: Dr. Poy\AraT^ PmViWi 

U>\ R-V. ^U - SOUAVN 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT YOUR APPLICATION DATED 12-L-QI 

FOR (®tfB&ZV»§>3B8N - SITE PLAN) 

LOCATED AT Zlo\ FvV- 9Ud-.S/aatin 

ZONE H-4-

DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING SITE: SEC: 11 BLOCK: *+ LOT: 1J-L2. 

IS DISAPPROVED ON THE FOLLOWING GROUNDS: 

* * • 

PLANING BqftRErCHAIRMAN 



7) PROPOSED OR VARIANCE 
REQUIREMENTS UoPc^i AVAILABLE REQUEST 

ZONE ' HL-fy USE ' ^ p g U s Met 

MIN. LOT AREA &(o §1*1 SF 

MIN. LOT WIDTH < ^ ^ S 1 F T 
i-=^_p 

REQ'D FRONT YD <^ 3 & ^ P T 

REQ'D SIDE YD. ^ Z~~ 14.3> F T 

REQ'D TOTAL SIDE YD. _ _ 

REQ'D REAR YD. £ ^ ^ H 6 FT 

REQ' D FRONTAGE .J) ^L l^ 1 PT _ _ 

MAX. BLDG. HT. 

FLOOR AREA RATIO 

MIN. LIVABLE AREA 

DEV. COVERAGE 

O/S PARKING SPACES 

3 
\\ *ftfi£* 

APPLICANT IS TO PLEASE CONTACT THE ZONING BOARD SECRETARY AT:. 
(914-565-8550) TO MAKE AN APPOINTMENT WITH THE ZONING BOARD 
OF APPEALS. 

CC: Z.B.A., APPLICANT, P..B. ENGINEER, fpBlWiflEi 

«^^r^^^^^!^<^^ffpm^!$%f2m$.fss 
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DR. PRABHU SITE PLAN (91-30): 

Mr. Drew Kartiganer came before the Board representing this 
proposal. 

MR. KARTIGANER: Just as a point of reference I have a thing 
here but I have a picture of the site... 
The top picture shows the building. Basically what we are asking 
for>right now is.Dr. Prabhu, who is present, is looking to 
convert the entire building to professional offices for his : 
doctor's offices. It is currently a residence with an accessory 
use as professional offices in R-4 zoning.. We are told that we 
need Planning Board approval for this as Mark's letter and you 
are.aware,:we will also require a zoning variance for, this 
because it is a nonconforming use in an R-4 zone. As a point of 
reference, I think we have a pretty good basis simply because, as 
you can look at the pictures and you are probably aware, it is, a 
fairly high traffic road. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Does the doctor live there now. 

MR. KARTIGANER; It is his current residence. He wants to 
move out and make it all office. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: In other words, what you want is a turn down 
to the zoning ... 

MR. KARTIGANER: , That is what we are going to be requesting. 
My understanding is that we will have to come back to get your 
final approval in either case, so when you're doing that we would 
then ask, we have to go through'for a variance a public hearing 
with the Zoning Board, so along with all that we would ask for a 
waiver of the public hearing for the Planning Board so we don't 
have to do that twice. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Well, let's see first how you make out with 
the Zoning Board. 

MR. KARTIGANER: Yes sir, I understand. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Mr. Chairman, I make a motion to approve this 
site plan. 

MR. DUBALDI: Seconded. 
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MR. SCHIEFER: What we are doing now is we're just going to send 
y'°.̂  to the zoning Board and see how you make out there. A motion 
has:been .made and seconded to approve the site plan for Dr. 
prahbuv. Any discussion gentlemen? If not, we will vote on it. 

ROLL CALL: '. 

MR> PETRO , 
MR'..' VAN. LEEUWEN, 
MR. MC, ;CARVILLE 
MR. LANDER-
MR. DUBALDI-
MR- SCHIEFER 

, NO 
NO 
NO 
NO 

- NO 
NO 

MR*'.•??•?????R: With this-you are going, to the ZBA and see what 
their comments:are and then.you will have, to come back here to 
U S ' . ' .-" ••-:••.."'-.- . , • . . ." ' • . • , : • ' • ; - ' ' ' . 
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PRELIMINARY MEETING: PRABHU, PANDURANG 

MR. FENWICK: This is a request for a use variance for 
doctor's office with no residence at 261 Route 9W South 
in an R-4 zone. 

Mr. Drew Kartiganer came before the Board representing 
this proposal. 

MR. KARTIGANER: You're looking at it what we have got 
is a drawing of the site plan in the upper left-hand 
corner got a bunch of location maps which show where it 
is, it's in an R-4 zone and we also have a zoning 
review in the bottom right-hand corner which we show 
what is existing, in terms of provided, what is existing 
in terms of required and there is a, we also put down 
professional office requirements and neighborhood 
commercial requirements as a comparative study as a 
point of reference. We have some pictures of the site, 
anybody want to look at them? 

I wrote a little statement unfortunately it's four 
pages long but it's basically —we're requesting 
zoning variance for use only. Dr. Prabhu lives there 
now, current residence. His practice is such that it's 
increased significantly so that now at this point where 
his residence use is impacting on his office use and he 
wants to turn the whole thing into offices,. We have 
got a site plan document and point of reference is 
noted on the drawing, if you turn this into 
professional office, the only variance that we don't 
comply with would be the use variance condition. We 
comply with the setbacks, we comply with the parking, 
we comply with, I don't know what else you — maximum 
building height, floor area ration, offstreet parking 
requirements for offices including handicapped comply 
with lot areas and all those things. 

When we did the comparative study, the only thing that 
if this was professional office use area, we'd comply 
with everything required for professional office. If 
this was NC use and we are using it for professional 
office, only thing we couldn't comply with are front 
yard setback requirements. We have 40 feet, we have 
got 38.6 setback. Since his business has increased 
significantly, that is causing the requirement and our 
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request. We have to demonstrate that the condition is 
not contrary to public interest. Due to site 
conditions and strict conditions imposes a practical 
difficulty and unnecessary hardship on the owner, Dr. 
,Prabhu. 

Some points I would note, about the physical condition 
f rom, Dr . Prabhu is on 9W South so he has, you only get 
on this road, this residential lot and I'll, use the :, 
word residential lot from one side of 9W. Which is a, 
we all know, I think, a 40 mile an hour zonethat 
everybody goes 50 to 60 miles an hour. It's not 
particularly not positive residential site. You cannot 
access it from any of the residential lots in the back 
corners which are accessed actually off here and 94. 
It/has not direct impact, we are not requesting 
additional building at this time. The building will 
stay as it is. I'm getting off my thing here. 

As you're also aware there are a number of other sites 
along 9W that are commercial retail including 
industrial use that's directly across the street. We 
would ask the Board if you'll find these conditions and 
circumstances *such that strict application of the 
zoning law restricts the owner from the use of his 
property. The access requirements, your noise 
requirements and all these other things, you know, 
people are going to want quiet streets, that is more . 
conducive to an office use at this. time. 

So, point of reference, we feel that the granting of 
this variance will be in keeping with the harmony of 
the/Local Law and this,is a minimum variance under the 
regulations for the purposes requested and pose no 
undue hardship on surrounding. This is based on the 
following. Excepting for the use variance request all 
other conditions of the R-4 zone will be met on this 
site. Based upon current professional accessory use 
and the proposed professional office use, there are no 
maj'or changes projected to the site for the proj'ect at 
this time. Impact of the.proposed project use is 
minimal to surrounding sites given the fact that 
similar, uses, inclusive of retail and commercial . 
functions are located in surrounding areas of the same 
zone and that the properties across the street are 
zoned for industrial use. 

Proposed use of the site will have minimal impact on 
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the surrounding residential use being as access to, this 
site is not associated with any of" the surface streets 
connecting with the surrounding residential uses. The 
existing improvements for the site are the maximum 
distance feasible from these residential uses and most 
of the surrounding are, for the most part, undeveloped 
or developed for commercial use: 

The reasonable use of this land is not feasible unless 
it;is turned into the professional office use due to 
the site being undesirable for residential use due to 
its proximity and access to the high speed highway thus 
creating a hardship condition for the owner by making a 
reasonable return to the owner on the property 
unfeasible. < 

At this point as I had stated earlier so we don't think 
the granting would be detrimental to the public, we 
think it would be in the public interest because Dr . 
Prabhu is there;, he pays his taxes, takes care about 
the building, he cares about it. I don't know what 
else to say, I think I covered all the things that your 
variance said. I don't know if it's clear. I'm sure 
you're going to ask some questions. 

MR. FENUICK: You're not anticipating any enlargement 
of the building at this time? 

DR.. PRABHU: Not at this time. 

MR. FENWICK: Only one doctor? 

DR. PRABHU: Yes. 

MR., KONKOL:, Just for yourself, not for additional 
physicians? Are you the gentleman that purchased this 
from Charlie Grunin (phonetic) a year and a half ago? 

DR. PRABHU: Yes. 

MR. KONKOL: You came before this Board and you told us 
you were going to live there. 

DR. PRABHU: Yes. 

MR. KONKOL: Now, you want to vacate the premises as 
far as your residence and you're going to use the 
additional living space for office space? 
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DR. PRABHU: Correct. 

MR. KONKOL: Is that going to be all for you or for 
another physician? 

DR. PRABHU: All for myself. 

MR. KONKOL: Are you contemplating more physicians in 
there somewhere down the line? 

DR. PRABHU: I don't think so. 

MR. TORLEY: What is the difficulty with.adding 
additional office space to the structure and 
maintaining your residence there. 

MR. PRABHU: Not much of a space there. ••-.•"• 

MR. KARTIGANER: You also have a limitation on space 
when you got residential to commercial and the 
building, we just lost the building inspector but 
there's a limitation. 

MR. LUCIA: Fifty percent of the floor area has to be 
for residential use. 

MR. KARTIGANER: Correct. 

MR. KONKOL: The zone is a mish-mosh, you .have a 
furniture store, night club and a trailer park across 
the street; so, it's a mish-mosh. I have no problem 
with a professional office. The only problem I see 
with a lot of these residential homes, doctors take 
them over and when they don't live there, they become a 
hodge-podge, usually in back there's all kinds of 
garbage and stuff and that's the big complaint that I 
have about seeing a private residence. 

MR. KARTIGANER: I think the back of the site right now 
is a swamp and there's a burned out shell back there. 

MR. KONKOL: It's a tendency that when it's a swamp you 
have garbage and other debris thrown in there. Doctors 
and lawyers are particularly vulnerable in doing this. 
I think that's a point this Board should consider . 

MR. FENWICK: He's not happy you put him in the same 
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category as a lawyer . , 

MR. KONKOL: I was always told to stay away from 
doctors and lawyers,. I have no problem, I would like 
to see the premises kept up. 

MR. FENWICK 
the Board? 

Any other questions from the Members of 

MR. TORLEY: You're correct, it's a strange zoning 
area. •/ .. .' 

MR. KARTIGANER: .The area is very — 

MR. .FENWICK- My opinion is that the town ought to 
straighten it out, in R-4 and right on 9W is ridiculous. 

MR.;TANNER: Definitely not conducive to residential. 

MR. FENWICK: As these lots become available, these 
people are going to say I'm on ,a big time lot and you 
want me to put a house, that would be ridiculous. 

MR. TORLEY: We are rather strictly;, guided and bounded 
by use variance. 

MR. FENWICK-' I don't know with this new law in effect. 

MR. LUCIA: Use variances will stay the same and that 
is one of the,things you might want to consider, many 
of the factors you cited in your presentation applied, 
it sounded like the zoning is inappropriate.. If it is, 
that requires an application to the Town Board to 
change the zoning. That is much different in terms of 
proof than proving unnecessary hardship on a use 
variance-.1-; :• It's a fairly high hurdle, practical 
difficulty has no application so the only thing you 
need to prove to this. Board is unnecessary hardship. 
When I say the only thing, I mean that as the sole 
thing, it's not a low hurdle, it's difficult. 

There are three things you're going to have to prove to 
the Board to demonstrate unnecessary hardship. The 
first is the land cannot yield a reasonable return if 
used for any purpose presently allowed in the zone. 
That essentially is like it's going to be a financial 
hardship, I leave it to your discretion whether you 
want to engage real estate appraisal and present that 
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proof to the Board. If you're going to layout a real 
solid use variance case, certainly it would be in your 
interest to line up your proof as most effectively as 
you can. 

The second thing is to have, show the owners plight is 
unique. That may pose some difficulty because most of 
what you have been saying is that the area is not 
conducive to residential use. Maybe he's not doing, 
uniqueness is one of the things this Board has to find 
in order to establish unnecessary hardship. Again, you 
know, maybe there's a way of arguing the use. You 
might talk to someone involved in real estate to try 
and demonstrate that. Do you have questions or — 

MR. KARTIGANER: Yeah, my understanding if this was 
going to be referred to the Planning Board, we'd have 
to come from both the, or be referred to the Town 
Board, it would have to be at the recommendation of 
both Zoning and Planning Board. 

MR. ,LUCIA: No, you can make your own application for 
zoning change.. The Town Board may ask for guidance, 
most typically from the Planning Board. They could ask 
for it from the Zoning Board. But, your application is 
directly to the Town. Board.. 

Okay, and the third thing that you would have to 
establish on a use variance is that the use for which 
the variance is requested will not alter t,he essential 
character of the locality. Again, upon what uses you 
can show there are or may or may not be true. Those 
are the three things you have to establish in-order to 
prove unnecessary hardship. Take it from there and 
bring back whatever you think speaks to those issues. 

MR. KARTIGANER: Okay. Well, maybe we need to expand 
on this but that's a lot of what was put into this 
letter. I don't know if that will be added in your 
comments. 

MR. LUCIA; When you fill out the application, you'll 
have an opportunity if you want to fix or amend the 
letter, you can submit that plus more. If the Board 
sets you up for a public hearing, I'd like to see a . 
copy of the deed and title policy and we're satisfied 
with the photographs that we have. 
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MR. KARTIGANER: Okay. 

MR. FENWICK: Any other questions from the Members of 
the Board? Do I have a motion for a public hearing? 

I make a motion that we grant him a public MR. NUGENT: 
hearing. 

MR. KONKOL: 

ROLL CALL: 

Mr . Tor ley 
Mr'. Konkol 
Mr. Tanner 
Mr. Nugent 
Mr . Fenwick 

I make a m 

I'll secon 

Aiye 

Aye 
Aye 
Aye 
Aye 

MR. FENWICK: I don't know, whether you were listening 
before about the fees. 

MR. KARTIGANER: Fees quoted were different. 

MR. LUCIA: They are different because this is not a 
residential property. The fee would be $150 
application fee plus a $500 deposit against town 
consultant review fees, publication costs, 
stenographer, whatever. One for $150 and one for $500, 
both payable to the Town of New Windsor. , 

MR. FENWICK: This doesn't stop being residential, why 
would it change? 

MR. LUCIA: Because the use which he's seeking is not 
obviously residential. 

MR. FENWICK: So, it's based on the use? 

MR. LUCIA: Right. What he's looking for. Also since 
this is a use variance, you're going to have to submit 
besides the application, a short form EAF. 

MR. KARTIGANER: Okay. 

MR. FENWICK: Notify the county. . 

MR. LUCIA: Yes, once w e — there's a county referral 



m 
January 27, 1992 

because you're on a State highway 
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N OB NEW WIND 
TOWN HALL, 555 UNION AVE 
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12553 

TO 
Andrew S. Kr i ege r 

DR. 

219 Quassaick Avenue, New Windsor, New York 12553 

DATE; 

12- i i -

Re: 

n 
,"'- '; 

• Dr. P r k b h u 91^-30 

A t t e n d m e e t i n g . l x $ 1 0 0 . 0 0 

: " ' • . • ' • • • ' • ' ' • ' " . / • , ' . ' , " ' • . • . ' : ' ' • ' ' • - • . • ' ' ' - \ ' ' / • „ " , - ' • . ' ' . • ' ' 

• * '"' ' ' •-•'" . " ' ' ' '"' ' r ' • ' • ' " v ' ' ' • • 

• ' " ' • . • . - . ' " " . . ' • - ' • ' . , ' • " - . • , , ' . • ' ' " ' . , ' ' . , • • i , , . - . • • , : ' 

CLAIMED 

., 10 00 

ALLOWED 

, 



• 

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE 

TO: Town Planning" Board 

FROM: Town Fire Inspector 

DATE: 14 May 1996o 

SUBJECT: Prabhu\Site Plan 

Planning Board Reference Number: PB-91r-30 
• *J.-'.-, ,"'. 'j''--- ••',.,. ''."'• Dated: 6; May 1996 /" 

Fire Prevention Reference Number: FPS-96-031 

A review of the above referenced subject site plan was 
conducted on 14 May 1996. 

This site plan, is approved. 

Plans Dated: 29 April 1996 Revision 4 

ers; C.C.A. 

RFR/dh 



T O # N OF NEW WINDSOR 
555 UNION AVENUE 

; NEWWIINDSOR; NEW YORK 12553 .'-. 

NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD.REVIEW.FORM 

1763 

TO:: -FIRE;.INSPECTOR, D.O.T. , lillERf SEWER ,.";HIGHW AY 

PLEASE RETURN COMPLETED FORM TO: 

MYRA'MASON, SECRETARY .FOR THE PLANNING" BOARD 

PLANNING BOARD .FILE: NUMBER: : 9 1 - & 
D A T & ^ MAY - & 1096/ , R e v £ 

The. maps', and p l a n s for t h e S i t e , Approval 

Subd iv i s i on . . ' •.. ' • -.- •• as submi t t ed by 
. • > ' • , . . . ' * • " . • ' . 

• . -.-•-,- • .•'. - •, for the, building or subdivision of1 

V ^ - ViTciloV) i/y-W has been 

reviewed by me arid is. approved V^~" . 

^djrggpuroved ••••..- •, 

'•'•'. If disapproved, please list reason , 

HIGHWAY SUPERINTENDENT: DATE 

WATER SUPERINTENDENT DATE 

SANITARY SUPERINTENDENT DATS 



TOWN OF NEW WINPSOR 
555 UNION AVENUE 

.NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12553 

NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD REVIEW FORM 

1763 • '• ''*' • •.' : •• •;••...'; ' . - ' . • 

T O : - ' " F I R E I N S P E C T O R , . D . O . T . . , WATER, SEWER, | H | f HgAY • 

RECEIVED 
PLEASE RETURN COMPLETED FORM •TO:-" 

MYRA,MASON, SECRETARY FOR, THE PLANNING BOARD' ; "™ 14 »»I0 

NWHifiHWAYDEPT. 

. PLANNING BOARD FILE NUMBER': 9 1" - 3 0 '• 

DATE: PEAN RECEIVED:.! .RECEIVED;HAY - 6,1996 fey 2, \ ; 

The maps and plans, for the Isite Approval *^^ ' . 

Subdivision . \ as submitted by 

•••'•'• • ; •• . • '"for- the building or subdivision of 

'-•••'• ."• ,: ,. " '"- - ' • • . has .been' 

reviewed by me, and is approved y • . 

disapproved ; - '-•'. 

If disapproved, please list, reason' 

9*r/fe: 
HIGHWAY SUPERINTENDENT DATE 

WATER SUPERINTENDENT , DATE 

SANITARY SUPERINTENDENT ,• DATE 



McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL 
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. 

RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E. 
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E. 
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E. 

a Main Office 
45 Quassaick Ave. (Route 9W) 
New Windsor, New York 12553 
(914)562-8640 

D Branch Office 
400 Broad Street 
Milford, Pennsylvania 18337 
(717)296-2765 

PLANNING EQAED KQBK SESSION 
EEQQBD QE APPEARANCE 

TOWN/TILLAGE OF /\Jfl-J'•U.L'.Mfl/^ P/B # 
5cD 

K SESSION DATE:. ((> fYlA/Zthf j ((< APPLICANT RESUB.. 

REAPPEARANCE AT W/S'. REQUESTED: 

PROJECT NAME: jr&bhu'-

M fo 

PROJECT STATUS: NEW OLD V 
REPRESENTATIVE PRESENT: //Wc/ (L* 
MUNIG. REPS PRESENT: BLDG INSP. 

FIRE INSP, 
ENGINEER 
PLANNER 
P/B CHMN. 

1AC 

OTHER (Specify) 

ITEMS TO BE ADDRESSED ON RESUBMITTAL: 

ff/g/'g h) 

OoT 
l ifur^f r^ivj 

/\ooA u M dXoA <=&£ 

4MJE91 pbwsform 

Licensed in New York. New Jersey and Pennsylvania 



McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL 
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. 

RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E. 
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E. 
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E. 

D Main Office 
45 Quassaick Ave. (Route 9W) 
New Windsor, New York 12553 
(914)562-8640 

D Branch Office 
400 Broad Street 
Milford, Pennsylvania 18337 
(717)296-2765 

PLANNING BQAED WORK £E££KM 
EE£QEQ QE APPEARANCE 

/TOMJ/ 

WORK 

VILLAGE OF hi miIQwMofo 
SESSION DATE: ?' /}f^ ' ) 

REAPPEARANCE AT W/S REQUESTED: 

PROJECT NAME: 

/ / . 

. 2 / -SQ_ • 
RESUB. 

P/B 

APPLICANT RESUB 
REQUIRED ^ 

PROJECT STATUS: NEW OLD < 

ft/frUS ^ REPRESENTATIVE PRESENT: 

MUNIC REPS PRESENT: BLDG INSP. U- L^A 
FIRE INSP. r7il>_ 
ENGINEER X 
PLANNER 
P/B CHMN. : 

OTHER (Specify) 
ITEMS TO BE ADDRESSED ON RESUBMITTAL: 

A-jr 
n n/bffs/- Cfrreff froJ^f^-

/LOS)- Cd^-fe-^/W-f , 

r\CyxA- Sb/a^ 0*<^->7JZGI. 

4MJE91 pbwsform 

Licensed in New York, New Jersey and Pennsylvania 



T Q W l ^ D F NEW WIND. 
555 UNION AVENUE 

NEV/ WINDSOR. NEV/ YORK 12553 

NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD REVIEW FORM 

1763 

TO:', FIRE INSPECTOR/ D.O.T. / ; © t ^ E ^ f SEWER, .KIGr^.Y 

PLEASE- RETURN COMPLETED FORM TO: 

MYRA MASON, SECRETARY FOR: THE PLANNING EOAED \ -

l -^ , '* PLANNING BOARD F-ILE NUMBER:.___ 

RECEIVED APR 2 0 1995 DATE PLAN RECEIVED 

The maps and p l a n s . f G r t h e S i t e A r p r o v a L 

S u b d i v i s i o n as s u c m i u t e a . D V . 

^ C o A A / ' a c N V \ \ >r<\V)V>VA 

for the. building or. subdivision of 

•' ••"• • -• has been 

reviewed bv me and is aooroved 

Y ^ ) f •> W G V ^ V X V m i M ,̂V> ' y Vu^^TU ^o)v j l ca^ 
^r 

C ! & \ \ Wo^Vty V & J U ^ V - (TO; VOCPVV^OO ON, C O ^ L , Vft\ ue -

HIGHWAY SUPERINTENDENT 

ATER SUPERINTENDENT 

DATE 

o - ••%/!> r ^ i \ x 
DATE . 

SANITARY SUPERINTENDENT DATE 



INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE 

TO: Town Planning Board 

FROM: Town Fire Inspector 

DATE: 2<t April 1995 

SUBJECT: Prabhu Site Plan 

Planning Board Reference Number: PB-91-30 
Dated: 20 April 1995 

Fire Prevention Reference Number: FPS-95-02<!+ 

A review of the above referenced subject site plan was conducted 
onvSlv April 1.995;. ;.;''''•''' 

This si t e;; p 1 an is ace ep tab 1 e . 

Plans Dated:: 20/ April 1.995 Revision 3 

lob.ert F. Rodgetfs, C.G.A. J 

RFR/mvz 



'**?:*::/.:* '•"U 
£/L^**( •'•"•• 

* * 9 1 - 30 
• , - . . . . . • ' , • • • » . • . ' ' '- ' ' ' ' • ' ' ' - ' . 

BUILDING^INSPECTOR p r u J l m i / ( 

D . O . X . / > 0 ; e . H . v ^ c i ^ ^ ^ B O A ^ ^ G I N E E R , ; TIRE I 
FORH: .;:'' ' ' r - p ; W - , / tffflHg^'.SEWER, HIGHW 

^ ".5 »e7 

© £-1 G-

NSPECTOR, SANITARY INSP 
mVAY, REVIEW 

;. The maps / a n d p l a n s f o r t h e s i 

S u b d i v i s i o n 
t e A p p r o v a l 

•-. r e v i e w e d ' by me ."arid i s 

vr:i '̂p'rirrgiy-xiad'-. 

s submitted by 

for the building or subdiyision of' '. 

has be e n 

SANITARY SUPERINTENDENT 

DATE 

(LO'Jj.B 



* * 

•INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE. 

TOs: TOWN PLANNING BOARD 

FROM:: .TOWN FIRE INSPECTOR 

DATES ;li DECEMBER 1.991 ••"•_'.. 

SUBJECTS PANDARANG PRABHU SITE PLAN, 

.'.'.'••'•".'.-'. ••' PLANNING BOARD REFERENCE NUMBERS PB-91-30 

"„•••'.•'. DATED.:: 5 DECEMBER 1995. 

FIF*E PREVENTION REVERENCE NUMBERs FPS-91 -081 

A review'of the above referenced subject site plan was 

conducted on IT December 1991» 

This site plan is accepted™ •' •• 

PLAN DATEDs 14 November 1991, Revision E. 

Rab er t Fx Rodqers ? CCA 

dc://£> 
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McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL 
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P'.C. 

RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E. 
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E. 
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E. 

O Main Office 
45 Ouassaick Ave. (Route 9W) 
New Windsor. New York 12553 
(914)562-8640 

D Branch Office 
400 Broad Street 
Milford, Pennsylvania 18337 
(717)296-2765 

PLANNING EQABU WORK SESSION 
BJB£QB£ QE APPEARANCE 

TOWN/TILLAGE OF /)&*, XcJ^tif* er P/B « 1 - 3 0 
WORK. SESSION DATE: O fas /99/ 

REAPPEARANCE AT W/S REQUESTED: 

PROJECT NAME: 

>o: 
APPLICANT RESUB 
REQUIRED: C n . TV'/ 

^Ulu S/P 
At 

PROJECT STATUS: NEW Y? OLD _ 

REPRESENTATIVE PRESENT: [y>u; K. 

MUNIC.REPS PRESENT: BLDG INSP. _ >C 
FIRE INSP. ^ 
ENGINEER >0 
PLANNER 
P/B CHMN. _ _ OTHER (Specify) 

ITEMS TO BE ADDRESSED ON RESUBMITTAL: 

-&f 4u/ . . - ^ Uf"ftn/^ tflffao&J^ 
•IfirH/f d y 

M 

>^y ^.1^4 W J J 
/• MM••••\i<MtiAAjtit &S fli 

4MJE91 pbwsforra 

Licensed in Ne. YorK New Jersey end Pennsylvania 



./.. 
#91- 3 0 / 

DEC - 5 1981 

Planning Board 
Town of New Windsor 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

(This i s a t w o - s i d e d form) 

Date Received_ 
Meeting Date 
P u b l i c Hearing^ 
Act ion Date [ 
Fees Pa id 

APPLICATION FOR SITE PLAN, SUBDIVISION PLAN, 
OR LOT LINE CHANGE APPROVAL 

1. Name of P r o j e c t Cft\t&* To?~ D?- P-AY\pP-A^(£ Pf -Af tH0& 

2. Name'of A p p l i c a n t ^ . ?frWm^b PfrAfyWQPhone 4)4* ^ 6 > r 4 o 4 d 

Address• ^ M fex$t& *\S& /A U<gu> t^lWOMl, U ( A \~U£A% 
( S t r e e t No. & Name) (Pos t Of f i ce ) (Stat te) (Zip) 

3 . Owner of Record Pfr ?AtA.V3p*NVwy PlV l̂rVv r̂ Phone —^ 

Address ' •—' • . • " • • 
^ (Street No. & Name) (Post Office) (State) (Zip) 

Person Preparing Plan MHMH^ecn Phone ^K> <̂ k»l» T^n^ 

Address 
( S t r e e t No. & Name) (Pos t Of f i ce ) ( S t a t e ) (Zip) 

A t t o r n e y VA^ CA</y P>U?Q(/<A, feSfr Phone _ 

Address_ '' 
(Street No. & Name) (Post Office) (State) (Zip) 

Person to be notified to represent applicant at Planning 
Board Meeting P P ^ ^ /N V^fcCl fr.AJNABft-*- Phone C,Wi, 444*1 

(Name) ' 

Location: On the__ 

1oC-iOO f e e t A&jtPc 

. s ide of #\ U^ /> 
( S t r e e t ) 

( D i r e c t i o n ) 
of HAWSecrtM uJ/ frUPDM/ifg, 6>Eove Tin*- ( FT 4 4 ) 

_ , (stdeet) 

8. Acreage of Parcel P» 9. Zoning District ^ 4 

10. 'Tax Map Designation: Section V) Block HT Lot w nf» ̂  

11. This application is for 

^6^^6VY OS? 



9 1 - $0 
DEC - 5 19« 

12; Has the Zoning Board of Appeals granted any variance or a 
Special Permit concerning this property? N d / 

If* so, list Case No. and Name 

^S\ List all contiguous holdings in the same ownership V^^w^T 
Section Block Lot(s) 

Attached hereto is an affidavit of ownership indicating the dates 
the respective holdings of land were acquired, together with the 
liber ̂ Rtx page of each conveyance into the present owner as 
recor-ded. in the Orange County Clerk's Office. This affidavit 
sl^ll indicate the legal owner of the property, the contract 
mer of theproperty and the date the contract of sale was 

executed. 

IN THE EVENT OF CORPORATE OWNERSHIP: A list of all 
directors, officers and stockholders of each corporation owning 
more that five percent (5%) of any class of stock must be 
attached. • ;'•/.. 

OWNER'S ENDORSEMENT 
(Completion required ONLY if applicable) 

COUNTY OF ORANGE 
' • S S . : ' • ' . . . ' • ' • • 

STATE OF NEW YORK 

_being duly sworn, deposes and says 
that he resides^ at d?<£//P-/ 9to) S<r?xz&£" Tlo^trtC/^cfjscr?) ' 
in the County of /J/z^^-yz^. and S'tate of *??f^ 
and that he is (the owner in fee) of^^//&<'£?W3. TfsLur&dtrt^s&Lr A)\/ 

(Official Title) / 
of the Corporation which is the Owner in fee of the premises 
described in the foregoing application and that he has authorized 
&/jz^<r/4 /M^^a^L^c,6foc/ZZe^£, to make the foregoing 
application for Special Use Approval as described herein. 

I HEREBY DEPOSE AND SAY THAT ALL THE ABOVE S'J.̂ TEMENTS AND 
INFORMATION, AND ALL STATEMENTS AND INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE 
SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS AND DRAWINGS ATTACHED HEflKTQARE TRUE. 

Sworn before me this *\ 6 
vuwner-si bignaturej ~ r\ 

lo^1 dav of B-JUJ^lljjA) 19*1 i'. (Mf^ CfOJloQ** M ^ 
^fl (Applicant's Signature) 

Notary Public \ (Title) 

LINDA M. MARASCO 
Notary Public. $tate of New York 

No. 4954785 
Qualified !n Orange Count: 

T»rm Expires Aueust 
i County^ 
14, X9JL2. 



!BSft,v 

fjaJBOQJSCT 1.0. NUMBER 617.21 
Appendix C 

Slate Environmental Quality Revlow 

SHORT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM 
For UNLISTED ACTIONS Only 

PART l-PROJECT INFORMATION (To be completed by Applicant or Project sponsor) 

SEQR 

v 

L 

m-

1. APPUCANT/SPONSOR 0^€U> V W ^ I W ^ P - / A ? W \ l t \ZeVr 

3. PROJECT LOCATION: 

2. PROJECT NAME 

MEPtgjM* ofn6es> fop> D^ ?ryvfrt4-o6 
Munldo.llty 1 v | £ L ^ \ f r / l M X o f r - .,\*l\ 

c r i e r • / i r» «T-iy->«. . . » . - . - - » 
County ^ p ^ O Q ^ g ^ 

4. PRECISE LOCATION (Street address and road Intersections, prominent Undmarxs. etc, or provldo map) 

Vte\*-"TO<--|o«a>vbF tO^xli of- ^e^f»c«-67b\ U*JG 

S. IS PROPOSED ACTION: 

Expansion (SModmcaHon^enMlon C * ™ * " * O P A f ^ A ^ 

DESCRIBE PROJECT BRIEFLY:" ~ " 

f e w p t ? ^ A feKWT/fcfc? I-H&DICAU ^ f f \ L € : U^C Ttf-AT VfV\S ATPPPCAASVD 

7. AMOUNT OF LAND AFFECTED: 
Initially m^iHf Ultimately _&&_ acres (lM'lov\^f\ 

8. WILL PROPOSED ACTION COMPLY WITH EXISTING ZONING OR OTHER EXISTING LAND USE RESTRICTIONS? 

Î Yes • No If No. describe briefly s.. 

9. WHAT IS PRESENT LAND USE IN VICINITY OF PROJECT? 

lElReskJentlal Q industrial ^Commercial 
Describe: 

Agriculture ParWForest/Open space LJ Other 

10. DOES ACTION INVOLVE A PERMIT APPROVAL. OR FUNOING. NOW OR ULTIMATELY FROM ANY OTHER GOVERNMENTAL AGENCY (FEDERAL, 
STATE OR LOCAL)? 

No II yes. list agencyfs) and permit/approvals 

j p D T !^GSM-£VA3 f c p . E f t4T )U6? 0J$-%> OUT 

" * rc?0^ A N Y A S P E C T O F T H E A c n 0 N H A V E A CURRENTLY VAUD PERMIT OR APPROVAL7 
leJ Yea LJ No II yes, list agency name and permit/approval 

12. AS A RESULT OF PROPOSED ACTION WILL EXISTING PERMIT/APPROVAL REQUIRE MODIFICATJON?-

l&Yes U N Q *TJC? ^ g f g S t t l O ^ f r ^ - Cf»C^MS OS\ uq_ 
I CERTIFY THAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED ABOVE IS TRUE TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE 

Applicant/sponsor name: 

Signature; 

If tho action Is In the Coastal Area, and you aro a state agency, complete the 
Coastal Assessment Form before proceeding with this assessment 

OVER 
1 

j f 

»y 

file:///ZeVr


t » v , 

JRONMENTAL ASSESSMEfctftfTo bo comDlbtod by Agoncy) 

' JftlON EXCEED ANY TYPE I THRESH 

.Yes ' (SJNQ 

8 NYCRR. PART 017.12? If yes. coordinate t h e ^ ^ W w procesa and use the FULL EAF. 

>ILL ACTION RECEIVE COORDINATED REVIEW AS PROVIDED FOR UNUSTEO ACTIONS IN 6 NYCRR. PART 017.0? If No. a negative declaration 
?!?'•*.- /may be superseded by another involved agency. 

t&y D Y . J &Ho 
C. COULD ACTION RESULT IN ANY AOVERSE EFFECTS ASSOCIATED WITH THE FOLLOWING: (Ans*«ra may bo handwritten, tl legible) 

C I . Existing air quality, surface or groundwater quality or Quantity, noise levels., existing traffic patterns, solid waste production or disposal, 

potential for erosion, drainage or floodtnq problems? Explain briefly: 

' • • > i o •• , : • • . . : . 

C2. Aesthetic, agricultural, archaeological, historic, or other natural or cultural resources: or community or neighborhood character? Explain briefly: 

: ./• . V J G • ' . '••• . : . v ..;•' 

C3. Vegetation or fauna, fish, shellfish or wildlife specios, significant habitats, or threatened or endangered species? Exolaln briefly: 

V ; ,'•[& / ' . , _ . . / . • ' • • • ' . : . ' 

C4. A community's existing plans or goals as officially adopted, or a change in use or intensity of use of land or other natural resources? Explain briefly. 

." ^o •; ; / . 

CS. Growth, subsequent development, or related activities likely to be induced by the proposed action? Explain briefly. 

' ' . - ' • ' - - ' ' • ' • , • . ' ' ' • 

- ' . • t ^ O ; • • • ' . • . ' • • • ' ' • • :. . . . . 

Cfi. Long term, short.term, cumulative, or other effects not Identified In C1-C57 Explain briefly. 

\ X ) " • • • • ' • • . • • . • ; . • . • 

C7. Other impacts (including changes in use of either quantity or typo ol energy)? Explain briefly. 

'•**•: 

0 
D. IS THERE. OR ISTHERE UKELY TO BE. CONTROVERSY RELATED TO POTENTIAL ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS? 

D v e a £ a N o If Yea. explain briefly 

& 

^ PART III—DETERMINATION OF SIGNIFICANCE (To be completed by Agency) ,. . ' • 

INSTRUCTIONS: For each adverse effoct identified above, determine whether it 13 substantial, largo. Important or otherwise significant. 
t ; Each effect should be assessed in connection with its (a) setting (I.e. urban or rural); (b) probability of occurring; (c) duration; (d) 

irreversibility: (e) geographic scope: and (0 magnitude. If necessary, add attachments or reference supporting materials. Ensure that 
explanations contain sufficient detail to show that all relevant adverse Impacts have been Identified and adequately addressed. 

D Check thi3 box If you have identified one or more potentially large or significant advorse Impacts which MAY 
/occur. Then proceed directly to the FULL EAF and/or prepare a positive declaration. ' . - , _ . ' 

S& Check this box if you have determined, based on the Information and analysis above and any supporting 
\tocumentatlon, that the prooosed action WILL NOT result In any significant adverse environmental Impacts 

AND provide on attachments as necessary, the reasons supporting this determination: 

NJirw ol Ccid Agency 

P'inl or lyp* Htm* or Rctpontioie Officer «n I c i d Agency 

innstwt oi Reiponiibl* Officer in lead Agency 

Oatc 

^ 

^ 

file:///tocumentatlon


01- 3 0 J 
DEC - 5 199f 

PROXY STATEMENT 

for submittal to the 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD 

, deposes and says that he 

r e s i d e s at *2^1 Pp<JTC 4 t 0 tiOJQA' / 1&1&- \JmVUQSOfy ÔCj 
(Owner's Address) l~ 

in the County of £?p-A^&?& . 

and State of t^ » U • •• 

and that he is the owner in fee' of isLeX P-Qjrf̂  ^\M ^7 • 

which is the premises described in the foregoing application and 

that he has authorized PP-ElO A- V̂ p-ttfeAOsft, ̂  A^k/A'pHuArT^CT 

to make the foregoing application as described therein. , 

Date: i^^Ml 6/ • Q*, ( ttC^i^fV^; 
(Owner's Signature) er's Signature) u 

(Witness-1' Signature) 

LINDA M. MARASCO 
Notary Public state of New York 

No. 4954785 
Qualified in Orange County^ 

t%m Explru August 14. 19—L2 

THIS FORM CANNOT BE WITNESSED BY THE PERSON OR REPRESENTATIVE OF 
THE COMPANY WHO IS BEING AUTHORIZED TO REPRESENT THE APPLICANT 
AND/OR OWNER AT THE MEETINGS. 

file:///JmVUQSOfy
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/ , 
7)-Text 12 

§ 
DEC - 5 1981 

1 - 3 0 
I.D. NUMBER 617.21 

Appendix C 
•State Environmental Qual i ty Review 

SHORT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM 
For UNLISTED ACTIONS Only 

SEQR 

PART l—PROJECT INFORMATION (To be completed by Applicant or Project sponsor) 
1. APPLICANT/SPONSOR 2. PROJECT NAME ' tfPpf-1 ££.«=? t = - ° f 1 - ' 

3. PROJECT LOCATION: <y(j> \ <*\VJ <<< }JTHr 

Municipality ) M B ( M \P j V U g SOS* , M t\ 

lECISE LOCATION (Street address and roarf Interse 

County g> f iA</0 fe-fc. 

Intersections, prominent landmarks, etc., or provide map) 4. PRECISE LOCATION (Street 

<lr V4- tvAti^-,W^TH C P 5ivvet* <ffiH^s ]^o^o ^ 
5. IS PROPOSED ACTION: 

D New Expansion ^Modif icat ion/al terat ion / r ^O CiA.J\fctf£. \Vy P ? l H y / P l < 0 4 ' . -

6. DESCRIBE PROJECT BRIEFLY: 

£*\M*'i£ VIA U^V V r Tb-Ve "? P ^ " tb f p C f t ^ l S 1 6A.A«^ O p f L.J^B. «j 

7. AMOUNT OF LAND AFFECTED: 

Initially > U? acres Ultimately . k 
8. WILL PROPOSED ACTION COMPLY WITH EXISTING ZONING OR OTHER EXISTING LAND USE RESTRICTIONS? 

D Y e s / B N O If No, describe briefly 

9. WHAT IS PRESENT LAND USE IN VICINITY OF PROJECT? 

jS*Resldentlal j& l Industrial J ^ Commercial D Agriculture l_J Park/Forest/Open space L J Other 
Describe: 

10. DOES ACTION INVOLVE A PERMIT APPROVAL. OR FUNDING, NOW OR ULTIMATELY FROM ANY OTHER GOVERNMENTAL AGENCY (FEDERAL, 
STATE OR LOCAL)? 

No II yes, list agency(s) and permit/approvals 

"fcovuvŝ " P>OAH> [)4e Vt*H*\A.u£ 

11. DOES ANY ASPECT OF T,HE ACTION HAVE A CURRENTLY VALID PERMIT OR APPROVAL? 

jSYes D No If yes, list agency name and permit/approval 

^ ^ T l V ^ I ' $ U U / V S t M | 0<~>E WA ? W ^ ^ e / &>*' * f b ( L ^ « > i P e ^ V C £ 

12. AS A RESULT OF PROPOSED ACTION WILL EXISTING PERMIT/APPROVAL REOUIRE MODIFICATION? 

IjSYes DNO 
J ^ . 

Applicant/sponsor name 

Signature: 

I CERTIFY THAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED ABOVE IS TRUE TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE 

Dale ..VtOJM 

If the action is In the Coastal Area, and you are a state agency, complete the 
Coastal Assessment Form before proceeding with this assessment 

OVER 



DEC - 5 1991 

PART II—ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT (To be completed by Agency) 
• 9 I - 3 O 

A. DOES ACTION EXCEED ANY TYPE I THRESHOLD IN 6 NYCRR, PART 617.12? II yes, coordinate the review process and use the PULL EA*. 

D Y e s t ) 3 , N o __• • • ' . • . 

B. WILL ACTION RECEIVE COORDINATED REVIEW AS PROVIDED FOR UNLISTED ACTIONS IN 6 NYCRR. PART 817.6? If No. a negative declaration ^ 
may be superseded by another Involved agency. •• 

D v e s gJNo, ' ^ •' 

C. COULD ACTION RESULT IN ANY ADVERSE EFFECTS ASSOCIATED WITH THE FOLLOWING: (Answers may be handwrliuri,.|f legible) 
C1. Existing air quality, surface or groundwater Quality or quantity, noise levels, existing traffic patterns, solid waste production or disposal, 

potential for erosion, drainage or Hooding problems? Explain briefly: 

H l o ' . . . • ' - • . ' • : : - ' ' . " • ; • . 

C2. Aesthetic, agricultural, archaeological, historic, or other natural or cultural resources; or community or neighborhood character? Explain briefly: 

• W o •', ' • . ' • ' • • 

C3. Vogelatlon or fauna, fish, shellfish or wildlife spocles, slgnlllcanl habitats, or threalenod or endangorod species? Explain briefly: 

.. \ \ o ' . ' . ' • ' • • • ' • 

C4. A community's existing plans or goals as officially adopted, or a change In use or Intensity of use of land or other natural resources? Explain briefly 

CS. Growth, subsequent development, or related activities likely to be Induced by the proposed action? Explain briefly. 

C6. Long torm, short torm, cumulative, or othor effects not Idoritlflod In C1-C5? Explain briefly. • , 

K i o - "'••" . ... ;•' 

C7. Other Impacts (including changes in use of either quantity or type of energy)? Explain briefly. 

D. IS THERE, OR IS THERE LIKELY TO BE, CONTROVERSY RELATED TO POTENTIAL ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS? 

D Y e s / B N O If Yes, explain briefly 

PART III—DETERMINATION OF SIGNIFICANCE (To be completed by Agency) ' 

INSTRUCTIONS: For each adverse effect identified above, determine whother It Is substantial, large, Important or otherwise significant. 
Each effect should be assessed in connection with Its (a) setting (I.e. urban or rural); (b) probability of occurring; (c) duration; (d) 
Irreversibility; (e) geographic scope; and (0 magnitude. If necessary, add attachments or. reference supporting materials. Ensuro that 
explanations contain sufficient detail io show that all relevant adverse impacts hp.vc been Identified and adequately addressed. 

D Check this box if you have identified one or more potentially large or significant adverse Impacts which MAY 
occur. Then proceed directly to the FULL EAF and/or prepare a positive declaration. 

D Check this box if you have determined, based on the information and analysis above and any supporting 
documentation, that the proposed action WILL NOT result in any significant adverse environmental Impacts 
AND provide on attachments as necessary, the reasons supporting this determination: 

Name of Lead Agentfy 

Print or type Name of Responsible Officer tn Lead Agency 

Signature ol Responsible Officer in Lead Agency 

Title of Responsible Officer 

Signature of Preparer (If different from responsible officer) 

Ojir 



- 3 
DEC - 5 1801 

TOWN__OF_NEW_WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD 
SITE PLAN CHECKLIST 

-2-9"*. K)A_Curbing Locations <=w ^^^-CA. 
-3"0 .fAĵ Curbing Through 

Section 
3*£\Nj/as_Catch Basin Locations 
*5^ .^j^Catch Basin Through 

Section 
-3*3 .[iA_Storm Drainage , > 
3-4~.MA_Ref use Storage 
-35".̂ Ar_0ther Outdoor Storage 
36.>^Water Supply TOum 
37 .j^Sanitary Disposal Sys . T O U M 

-W.y^AFire Hydrants 
39 ._w^0uilding Locations 4u(Kt-<̂  

, 40.j^Building Setbacks 
4*".M^_Front Building 

Elevations 
42 ._>^Divisions of Occupancy 
,4-3 .l^^Sign Details 
44._£^BULK TABLE INSET 
45 ._^Proper ty Area (Nearest 

100 sq. ft. ), 
46.JJA_Building Coverage (sq. 

ft. ) • 
47 .^iJs_Building Coverage (% 

of Total Area) 
48 .J^_Pavement. Coverage (Sq. 

""'. F t • ) 

49 .^A_Pavement Coverage (% 
of Total Area) 

50.K)A_Open Space (3q. Ft.) 
<v5.1.jW\_Open- Space (% of Total 

Area) 
52.j_l_No. of Parking Spaces 

Proposed. 
53._WD.No. of Parking 

Required. 

This list is provided as a guide only and is for the convenience 
of the Applicant. "The Town of New Windsor Planning Board may 
require additional notes or revisions prior to granting approval. 

PREPARER'S ACKNOWLEDGEMENT: 
The Site Plan has been prepared in accordance with this checklist 
and the Town of New Windsor Ordinances, to the best of my 
knowledge. 

By.i 

_ ^ s i t e 'Plan Title 
__f_Applicant' s Name(s) 
_u/ Applicant' s Address(es) 
_j_Csite Plan Preparer's Name 
j/_Site Plan Preparer's Address 

6.__<^_Drawing Date 
7. + Revision Dates 

8._^_AREA MAP INSET 
f)._j£_Site Designation "'" 

__ Properties Within 500 Feet 
"of Site 

u)l/. _Property Owners (Item #10) 
12._uf_PLOT PLAN 
13._u^_ScaIe (1" = 50' or lesser) 
14.__/_Metes and Bounds 
15 ._v*_Zoning Designation 
16.__^_North Arrow 

17 ,_<S Abutting Property Owners 
18 ._j^"Existing Building Locations 
19.__^_Existing Paved Areas 
^§)_W^_Existing. Vegetation , 
21._^_\Existing Access & Egress 

PBOPQSED_IMPROVEMENTS N/V 
-3-2*. Landlcaping 
•23 . Exterior Lighting 
t*T. Screening 
.2-5. Access & Egress . 
•2-6. _Parking Areas 
S-7. Loading Areas 
2-8. Paving Details 

(Items 25-27) 

Date: 

rofessional 

53._WD.No
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